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HEBR EWS VI. 2. 


10 mt by the Apt oftle's manner oy; addreſs. in 
the. beginning « of Mis chapter, that many chril- 


15. 


tians, even at that time, appeared to be waver- 


ing and heſitating, concerning ſome fundamental 
principles of chriſtianity, in which he ſuppoſed 
they might, before that time, have been well eſta- 


blifſhed; aud inftealPof ſtoping at the foundation, RE 
be prepared to make improvements towards per- 


fection. Therefore he exhorts them, That lea- 
ving che principles of the dottrines of Chriſt, to 
go on unto perfection. It appears, that the 
doftrine of baptiſms, was one of thoſe principles, 


at which chriſtians at that time, vere ready to he- 
ſitate; they probably had ſome doubts about the 


propriety of it; and this is a doctrine in which the 
profeſſors of chfiſlianity are not perfeclly agreed 


to this day. Whether the diſpute relative to bap- 
tiſm, Zhen lay in the ſame form, as it doth now, is 


not very evident. As the controverſy ſubſiſts at 
the preſent day, it is, Whethet according to di- 
vine 
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vine appointment, the infant ſeed of believing pa- 


rents, are proper ſubjefts of baptiſm. I ſhall en- 
deavour to ſupport the affirmative of this queſtion, 
under the following 


PrRoFos1TION—The infos of profeſſing chriſ- 
tians fave a Dian right to baptiſm. 


I. To prepare the way, and lay a ſolid foun- 


dation, to ſettle the point in queſtion, I ſhall en- 


ter into a particular conſideration of the nature of 
that covenant, which God made with Abraham, 
when circumciſion was firſt inſtituted. We con- 
ceive, that this diſpute turns very much upon the 


idea, which ought to be affixed to that covenant ; 
and this i is confeſſed by many who diſcard infant 
baptiſm themſelves: They acknowledge, if it can 


be proved, That the coyenant made with Abra- 
ham, were indeed the covenant of grace; it gives 
children a right to the ſeal, of. the coyenant. , 4 
ſhall therefore undertake to prove, 


Firſt, That the covenant made with Abraham, 
was the covenant of grace: And, 


Secondly, How it from thenon allows: T hat the 
infants of believers, have a right to the initiating 
ſeal of that covenant, which at preſent is baptiſm. 


Firſt, J am to prove, That the covenant made 
with Abraham, when circumciſion was appointed, 

was the covenant of grace, The covenant of 
grace, may be briefly defined, A divine promiſe 


Y the greats good to man, through faith in a Me- 


dialor. 


1 diator.' By the greateſt good muſt be under- 
7 ſtood; ſomething more than temporal good, con- 


4 F , 7 


fiſting in a numerous ſeed, an earthly inheritance, 


temporal proſperity, &c. Theſe, altho' they may 
be included as a part of the bleſſings contained in 
the covenant of grace; yet are far from being the 


: greateſt; and a covenant reſtricted to theſe only, 


1 falls vaſtly ſhort of the ſuperior bleſſings of the 
covenant of grace, which in its utmoſt extent mult 


take in the everlaſting inheritance © of juſt men 
made perfect, or the complete reward of the righ= 


teous, in a ſtate of eternal bleſſedneſs and glory. 


e 95 Thoſe 


| 4. 5 : #2 „ 8 5 . 
IL obſerve that ſome, through prejudice or inattention, or 


ſome other cauſe, miſtake our meaning of the covenant of 
grace, They repreſent it as if we held, That man was the 


' mediator of the covenant ; or like one ſovereign Prince treat- 


ing with another upon equal terms: Which is an idea totally 
foreign from our meaning, as it is fairly expreſſed, And I 


"deſire that it may be remembered, that by the covenant made 


with Abraham, I mean no more than à promiſt of God to him, 


' that through faith in a Mediator, he ſhould have eternal life. 
Now, that there are ſuch conditional declarations or promiſes 
made in the Bible, engaging life and ſalvation upon faith, re- 
pentance, &c, is abundantly evident from the Scriptores. 
This being kept in mind; it is ſufficient to ſilence all thoſe 
miſrepreſentations which ſuggeſt, That we conſider Abraham 


as being God's fellow, and upon an equality with him in form- 


- Ing a mutual contract. In many places in the Bible is God 
_ repreſented az entering into covenant with his people; the 


term therefore 1s ſcriptural, and from the continued uſe of it, 


no evil will accrue, if our conſtruction of it is fairly under- 


ſtood. Here will ariſe no diſparagement to the dignity of the 


Supreme Majeſty; no exaltation of man to be on a level with 
his Maker. It is to be wiſhed, that our fimple meaning of 
the covenant of grace may not be perverted ; and from ſuch a 
perverſion of the ſenſe of it, falſe and ſhocking conſequences 
dediced. Tt has been ſuggeſted too, That we maintain, that 
the covenant of grace never exiſted until it was made with 
Abraham; which is a ſentiment never by us advanced ar 
thought of. „ 
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Thoſe who deny, That the covenant made with 


Abraham was the covenant of grace, hold, that 


the promiſe implied nothing but temporal. good, 
ſuch as, a numerous poſterity, the land'of Canaan 
for their inheritance, &c. Now'that this was not 
the whole, nor indeed a principal part of the 42 
contained in that promiſe, may be argue d, 


. From this capital bleſſing contained in * 
promiſe, That God would be a God to Abraham 


and his ſeed after bim. Obſerve the manner in 


which this divine promiſe is expreſſed, ©. will 


eſtabliſh my covenant between me and thee, and | 
thy ſeed after thee, in their generations, 20 be | 
God unto thee, and to thy ſeed after thee.””* In 
this covenant God promiſeth himſelf as the great- 
eſt good; and indeed this is a good, than which 
there can be none greater. He who hath God for 
his portion, poſſeſſeth the ſum of all deſirable | 
bleflings. This is the ſubſtarite of all the good 
contained in the covenant of grace. It is ſo con- 
ſidered in other places in the holy ſcriptures; for- 
full ſatisfattion I ſhall refer to ſome of them. 
6 This ſhall be the covenant, that I will make with 
the houſe of Iſrael, after thoſe days, faith the 


Lord, I will put my law in their inward parts, 


and write it in their hearts, And 7 will be their 


God, '” &c.7. © Thus ſaith the Lord of hoſts, Behold 


I Vill en my people, from the eaſt country, and 
from the weſt country, and I will bring them, and 
they ſhall dwell in the midſt of ſeruſalem, and 
they ſhall be my people, and 7 will be their God. ＋ 
Of ſimilar import are the following words, My 
tabernacle 
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tabernacle alſo ſhall be with them, yea I will be 
their God, and they ſhall be my people. There 
are many other places in the holy ſcriptures, where 
God declares himſelf to be a God unto his peo- 
ple; in all which reſpe& is unqueſtionably had to 


the covenant of grace, and this phraſe, I will be 


their God, is the grand bleſſing promiſed therein. 
When God promiſes therefore to be a God to A- 


braham, can it mean any thing leſs, than what is 


meant by the ſame expreſſion in other places in 
the ſacred ſcriptures? Where it is repreſented as 
the grand bleſſing promiſed to the people of God, 
in the covenant of grace. This diſtinguiſhing 
bleſſing, “ I will be a God to thee,” being compre- 
bende in the covenant made with Abraham is a 
proof, that it is the covenant of grace. 


2. The covenant made with Abraham, was the 
covenant thro” faith in which he was juſtified and 
entitled to eternal life; it could therefore be no 


other than the covenant of grace; for by no other 
covenant is Juſtification by faith attainable. 


St. Paul in his epiſtle to the Romans, under- 
takes the defence of the great chriſtian dottrine 
of juſtification by faith alone without the deeds of 
the law; and one grand argument which he uſes 
to eſtabliſh his point, is fetch'd from the inſtance 
Attend to his words,“ What ſhall 
we ſay then that Abraham our father as pertain- 
ing to the fleſh hath found ? For if Abraham were 
Jultified by works, he hath whereof to glory, but 

B not 
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t Exe. xxxvii. 27. To the like purpoſe is Fer. xxxii. 38. 
and Exe. xi. "4 gb 28—xXxxvii. 23. 27, and 2 Core vi. 16. 
and Heb, vill. 10, . 3.7. 
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not before Cod. For what ſaith the ſcripture ? 
Abraham believed God, and it was counted unto him 


for righteouſneſs. Now to him that worketh is the 


reward, not reckoned of grace, but of debt. But 


to him that worketh not; but believeth on him that 
juſtifieth the ungodly, his faith is counted for righ- 


teouſneſs.”* What the Apoſtle aims at in this 
paſſage is to prove, we are not juſtified by works, 
but by faith, and for this purpoſe he refers to the 
inſtance of Abraham. * He believed God, and it 
was counted unto him for righteouſneſs,” 1. e. his 


faith availed to his juſtification : But what was the 


promiſe of God, which was the object of Abra- 


ham's faith? It was that contained in theſe words, 


« And behold the word of the Lord came unto 
him, ſaying, This ſhall not be thine heir, but he 


that ſhall come forth out of thine own bowels, 


ſhall be thine heir. And he brought him forth 


abroad, and ſaid, Look now toward heaven, and 


tell the ſtars, if thou be able to number them, and 
he ſaid unto him ſo ſhall thy ſeed be. To which 
it is added, © He (Abraham) believed in the Lord, 


and he counted it to him for righteouſneſs,” : 
There is nothing more in this covenant, than in 


that recorded in the 17th chapter, when circum- 
ciſion was appointed. The latter was evidentally 
only a renewal of the former, being a little more 
explicit and large. If therefore Abraham's be- 


heving that declaration of God, That his ſeed 


ſhould be like the ſtars for multitude, was count- 
ed to him for righteouſneſs, or was his juſtifying 
faith: Ihen a ſimilar promiſe, at the time when 
circumciſion was inſtituted, would be a ground 

for 
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for the ſame faith; and conſequently muſt be the 


juſtifying faith. 


The Apoſtle alfo in his Epiſtle to the Galatians, 
treats upon the ſubjett of juſtification by faith, and 
he there likewiſe refers to Abraham to prove his 
point. We ſhall ſelett one paſlage from others, 
as being applicable to our preſent purpoſe. © Even 
as Abraham believed God, and it was counted to 
him for righteouſneſs. Know ye therefore, that 
they which are of faith, the ſame are the children 

of Abraham. And the ſcripture foreſeeing that 


God vould juſtify the heathen through faith, 


preached before the goſpel unto Abraham, ſaying, 
In thee ſhall all nations be bleſſed. So then they 


covenant of grace; for that 1 is the proper object of 


which be of faith are bleſſed with faithful Abra- 


ham.“ Now to what purpoſe is Abraham ſo fre- 
quently quoted by the Apoſtle, and ſo much ac- 


count made of his faith, unleſs his faith is the ſame, 
as is neceſſary for chriſtians in order-to juſtifica- 
tion? But the faith which the Apoſtle was treating 
of, had the covenant of grace for its object. This 
therefore was the covenant on which Abraham's 
faith centered: And yet at no time was there an 

covenant made with him eſſentially different from 
that to which circumciſion was annexed as the ſeal. 


Indeed they were all for ſubſtance of the ſame im- 


port, and were evidently renewals of the ſame co- 
venant. 


Now the ſum of the argument is this, The A- 
3 poſtle in treating on the ſubjett of juſtification by 


faith, in his Epiſtles to the Pomans, and Gala- 
tians, 


* Gal. ili. 6. 9. 
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tians, repeatedly refers to Abraham; ſhewing that 


with him that he was juſtified: It follows there- 


fore, that the covenant made with Abraham was- 


the covenant of grace; becauſe juſtification by 
faith in any other covenant 1s not attainable. 


That the covenant made with Alan was 


the covenant of grace, is evident from this conſi- 

deration, That in primitive times, ſpiritual and 
eternal bleſfings were exhibited, when only tem- 
poral good things were expreſſed. That firſt pub- 


lication of the covenant of grace which was made 
after the fall of man, contained in the literal ex- 


preſſion of it, only a declaration of enmity, be- 
tween the ſeed of the ſerpent, and the ſeed of the 
woman, whilſt one was to have his head bruiſed, 
and the other his heal: And yet according to the 
conceſſion of all parties, this declaration referred 
to the Meffiah, and announced the oppoſition 


which there ſhould be between him and ſatan, and 


Chriſt's finai victory over ſatan, tho? attended with 
much conflict. This promiſe was delivered in 
figurative language, and under the form of a tem- 
poral affair, as much as the covenant made vith 
Abraham. If the former therefore exhibited the 
covenant of grace, why not the latter? 


As the promiſe to Abraham according to the 
ſtrict letter of it, implied a numerous offspring, 
with proſperity in the land of Canaan: So we find 
when this people had taken poſſeſſion of this coun- 
try, the promiſes and the threatnings, in their pri- 


mary. ſenſe were Per a temporal kind. As to the 


. e promiſes, 


it was by faith in the covenant which God made 
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promiſes, hs: ran in this form, « Bleſſed ſhall be 
the fruit of thy body, and the fruit of thy ground, 
and the fruit of thy cattle, the increaſe of thy kine, 
and the flocks of thy ſheep,” &c. T So on the 
other hand, The threatnings or curſes in caſe they 
7 ſhould be wicked, were of a temporal nature. 
* Curſed ſhall be thy baſket and thy ſtore, curſed 
# ſhall be the fruit of thy body and the fruit of thy 
land, the increaſe of thy kine, and the flocks of 
thy ſheep,” &c. T This was the uſual language 


of God towards this people, when placing before 


them the rewards of their obedience, or puniſh= 
ments of their diſobedience; when ſcarcely any 
thing was expreſsly ſaid to them about a ſuture 
{ ſtate. But what were the Jews to infer from 
thence; that there was no future ſtate? Or that 
they were to ſhare in no rewards and puniſhments 
in a future world, according to their character 
here? Surely not ſo; for their Canaan ſhadowed 
forth heaven, and their outward proſperity the 
bleſſedneſs of the heavenly ſtate. This was cor- 
7 reſpondent with the covenant made with Abraham, 
in which, altho' temporal bleſſings were literally 
expreſſed; yet temporal and eternal were impli- 
ed. And if ſpiritual and eternal bleſſings were 
7 couched in the phraſes contained in the covenant. 
with Abraham, as was agreeable to God's uſual 
7 ſtile with the Jews; then 1t was doubtleſs the co- 
venant of grace. And the bleſſings which God 
3 f promiſed to Abraham being delivered under the 
form of temporal good, is no evidence, that thoſe 

] bleſſings were not comprized in the covenant of 


grace, becauſe it was the uſual way for God, un- 
| der 


+ Deut. xxviii. 4. 14. 1 Deut. xxviii. 15. 68. 
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der that diſpenſation, to exhibit the covenant 6f b 
grace under ſuch a form of expreſſion ; literally 1 
promiſing temporal good, when ſpiritual was im- 
plied. The writers of the New Teſtament in their # 
application of outward and carnal things amongſt 3 


the Jews to ſpiritual 6 is a full proof 4 


of this. ** 


4. To confirm the e ſentiment, 


that ſpiritual bleſſings were the things ultimately 1 
and principally intended i in the promiſe made wit 


Abraham, it may be convenient to conſider the 


erſons to whom the promiſe had. reference, or 
what their character was. And if we will take the 
New Teſtament for our guide in this matter, we 


ſhall find that the promiſe reſpe&ed not the natu- 4 


ral, but the ſpiritual feed of Abraham: And if I 


the evangelical writers have fixt the matter, that 


it was the ſpiritual ſeed of Abraham, that were 
heirs according to the true import of the promiſe; 
then it will follow, that the promiſe had reſpe& 7 

to 


** If in order to prove that the Abrahamic covenant was 
not the covenant of grace, it ſhould be aſſerted, That this 
tranſaction was a typical affair; even admitting it to be ſo, yet 


this would avail nothing to theis purpoſe : For it is the very. 


no ion of a type, by things external and temporal, to exhibit, 
things ſpiritual and heavenly, If therefore the covenant made 
with Abraham, were a type, the antitype to which it referred 
was the covenant of grace repreſented by a type: From whence: 
it follows, that the goſpel was really preached to Abraham, 
tho* through the medium of a ſhadow ; and the covenant of, 
grace was as really declared to him, as' it was to our firſt pa- 
rents, in the promiſe, That the ſeed of the woman ſhould 
bruiſe the ſerpent's head—which was expreſſed in a figurative 
ſtyle. Therefore, although it be conceded, that the covenant 
in queſtion 1s a type, yet it will not follow that it was not the 
covenant of grace, but quite the reverſe. It was really the 
covenant of grace, couched and repreſented i in a type. 


** 
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to ſomething more than temporal good things, 


r 
7 


. Þbeen the covenant of grace. Let us turn then to 
the apoſtolic writings, and ſee who were proper- 


even ſpiritual and eternal; and if ſo, it muſt have 


I | ly Jews, and the true ſeed of Abraham, ſo as to 


+ be entitled to the promiſe. This I think vill af 
r Tcertain the nature of the covenant. Now the pro- 
Zmiſe was to the ſeed of Abraham, or Jews; but 
t, according to St. Paul, they were not Jews who 
y. | were ſo outwardly, or who were of the natural 
h poſterity of Abraham, merely as ſuch. Hear his 
e words,“ For he is not a Jew which is one out- 
Ir | wardly, neither is that circumciſion which is out- 
e ward 1 in the fleſh: But he is a Jew which is one 
e inwardiy, and circumciſion is that of the heart; in 
f the ſpirit and not in the letter. That the pro- 
it miſe to Abraham, had reſpedt to his ſpiritual ſeed, 
it is till more clear from another extract from the 
e Apoſtle's writings. © For they are not all Iſrael 
vVho are of Iſrael, neither becauſe they are the 
+ ſeed of Abraham are they all children, but in Iſaac 
> {ſhall thy ſeed be called. That is, They which are 
the children of the fleſh, theſe are not the children 
of God, but the children of the promiſe are count- 
ed for the ſeed. There is another quotation 
from the Apoſtle Paul which determines vith the 
y. utmoſt preciſion who the true ſeed of Abraham 
t, were, to whom the promiſe had reſpect. Know 
ve therefore, that they which are of faith the ſame 
are the children of Abraham.” © And if ye be 
_ 2 Chriſt's, then are ye Abraham's ſeed, and heirs 
d ccording to the promiſe.” || 


From 
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From theſe paſſages taken from St. Paul's wits} 0 
tings, we learn who they were, whom the cove- i 
nant made with Abraham comprehended as bei 
of the promiſe. Not all the natural poſterity of, 
Abraham, or thoſe who were Jews outwardly ; but 
only ſuch as were Jews inwardly; not the chil- 
dren of the flefh, but the children of the promiſe, 
are counted for the ſeed; or in other words, They 
who were Chriſt's were Abraham's ſeed, and only 
ſuch were heirs according to the promiſe. Now ¾ ] 
the writers of the New Teſtament are the beſt ex- 
poſitors of the old: And it is evident from them, 
_ eſpecially from St. Paul, That the covenant made 
with Abraham had reſpe to his ſpiritual ſeed, or 
ſuch as were Chriſt's, and that none but ſuch a8 {1 
were of this character, could claim their intereſt 
in the promiſe. Is not this a convidtive argu- 
ment, that the covenant made with Abraham was 
the covenant of grace? The perſons to whom the 
good things promiſed had reſpect, muſt be * } 
tual, or Jews inwardly as well as outwardly, or ' a 
true believers; and we are all agreed, that with : 

ſuch the covenant of grace 1s made. | 


The promiſe made to Abraham in the cove- 
ont which God entered into with him, contained 
a promiſe of Chriſt, and was a promiſe confirmed A 
of God in Chriſt: But that covenant which con- 
tained a promiſe of Chriſt, and with the utmoſt 
ſolemnity was confirmed of God in Chriſt, can be 
no other than the covenant of grace. The cove- 
nant made with Abraham when circumciſion was 
inltituted, has theſe words in it © I will eſtab= 3 
liſh my covenant between me and thee, and thy 
ſeed after thee in their generations, for an ever= F 


laſting covenant, to be a God unto thee and oy 
es] 


_— . ; 


4 
7 
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ſeed after thee. Now whom are ve to under- 
ſtand by this ſeed ? The Apoſtle Paul will infalli- 


bly 433 this matter. Now to Abraham 
and his ſeed were the promiſes made. He ſaith 


not, and to ſeeds, as of many; but as of one, and 


to thy /ced, which is Chriſt. And this 1 ſay, that 


the covenant that was confirmed before of God in 


2? . Chriſt, the law which was four hundred and thirty 
years after, cannot diſannul, that it ſhould make 
the promiſe of none effett. 4 From hence it is a 
fixt point, That the ſeed mentioned in the cove- 

nant made with Abraham was Chr:i/t. It was 


Chriſt as being head, and all the ſpiritual children 


of Abraham as being members. And it is obſer- 
vable furthermore, that this covenant was confirm 
[ ed of Godin Chriſt. Now can there be any queſ= 
tion, Whether that covenant which contajtied 


a promiſe of Chriſt, and was confirmed of God in 
Chrift, be the covenant of grace or not ? Surely 
not. Once more— 


6. That the covenant made with Abraham was 
the covenant of grace, is evident from this, That 


it comprized in it the bleſſing which at the ſetting 


up of Chriſtianity came upon the Gentiles. This 
matter 1s clearly aſſerted by the Apoſtle, the beſt 
interpreter of the covenant with Abraham I am 
acquainted with. © Chriſt hath redeemed us from 
the curſe of the law, being made a curſe for us, 
That the bleſſing of Abraham might come on the 
Gentiles thro' Jeſus Chriſt, that we might receive 
the promiſe of the Spirit thro? faith. No what 
was the great bleſſing conferred on the Gentiles, 
to which theſe words refer? It was certainly the 


C pouring 
+ Gen. xvii. 7. 1 Cal. iii. 16. 17. || Cal. iii. 14. 


þ 
[ 
i 
! 
| 


the covenant made with him. The bleſſing con- 


the covenant of grace. 


The arguments which have been briefly touch- 
ed upon, being candidly adverted to, and weigh- 
ed, I think muſt convince my judicious and un- 
biaſſed hearers, That the covenant made with A- 


ting this point 1s fully eſtabliſhed, (you will per- 
haps ſay) how doth it thence follow, that infants 
are to be baptized? What connettion hath the 
covenant made with Abraham, even allowing it 
to be the covenant of grace, with infant baptiſm ? 
This enquiry naturally leads me, E 


Secondly, To ſhow how it from hence follows, 


that the infant ſeed of believers, have a right to. | 
the initiating ſeal of that covenant, which at pre- 


ſent is beptilm, And, 


£ 


pouring out of the Spirit. That we might receive 
the promiſe of the Spirit, ſays the Apoſtle. This 
Spirit conferred upon the Gentiles, is ſaid to be 
the bleſſing of Abraham: A bleſſing comprized in 


1 * 
3 


3 


ferred on the Gentiles was not confined to earth=- i 
ly good things; ſuch as a numerous offspring, the 
earthly Canaan, and its abounding fruits; but the 
bleſſings were of a ſpiritual kind; the ſanctifying 
influences of the Divine Spirit: And yet they are 
| ſaid to be the bleſſing of Abraham; ſuch as God 
promiſed to him, in the covenant which he made | 
with him. It is certain from hence, that the Abra- 
hamic covenant comprized not merely temporal 
bleſſings, but alſo ſuch as were ſpiritual and eter- 
nal: For it was ſuch eſpecially which the Gentiles | 
enjoyed when the bleſſing of Abraham came up- 
on them. But if the Abrahamic covenant con- 
tained theſe bleſſings, without controverſy it was 


braham was the covenant of grace. But admit- ® 
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1 1. It is very evident, that anciently children 
i Frere entitled to this priviledge, and that under 
. Ihe ſame covenant which'ſubſiſts at the preſent. 


May; it having been proved, that the covenant 
made with Abraham is the ſame as is the chriſtian 
© Kovenant. Circumciſion was a poſitive ordinance 
pf God, to which children were to be admitted 


£ 


Huty, founded upon the poſitive precept of God 


£ 
1 
2 
$ 

$ 


ham, © And God ſaid unto Abraham, Thou ſhalt 
keep my covenant therefore, thou, and thy ſeed 
after thee, in their generations; This is my cove= 
Inant, which ye ſhall keep between me and you, 

Jand thy ſeed after thee; Every man-child among 
Hou ſhall be circumciſed. And ye ſhall circum- 


token of the covenant betwixt me and you. And 
Ihe that is eight days old ſhall be circumciſed a. 
Zmong you, every man-child in your generations, 


of any ſtranger, which is not of thy ſeed. He that 
is born in thy houſe, and he that is bought with 
thy money, muſt needs be circumciſed: And my 
covenant ſhall be in your fleſh for an everlaſting 
covenant. And the uncircumciſed man-child, 
¶vhoſe fleſh of his foreſkin is not circumciſed, ſhall 
be cut off from his people: He hath broken my 
Zcovenant.”* Here we find very particular and 
3 peremptory orders for the circumciſion of infants, 
and the negle@ of theſe orders was a breach of 
Z God's covenant. 


* Cen. xvii. 9. Ee — 


it was not only a priviledge, but an indiſpenſible 


himſelf: For thus runs the charge given to Abra 


| ciſe the fleſh of . your foreſkin, and it ſhall be a 


he that is born in the houſe or bought with money 


a. Let 
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be a token of the covenant betwixt me and you.“ * 


St. Paul ſays, © Abraham received the ſign of cir- | 
cumciſion a ſeal of the righteouſneſs of the faith | 
which he had being yet uncircumciſed.” It is 
apparent therefore, that circumciſion was a token. 
or ſeal of the covenant of grace. And it was the 
initiating ſeal—Tt was the firſt ſeal that was affix- 
ed—It was a viſible mark of their being dedica- 
ted to God, and of their belonging to his family. | 


Let it be obſerved, That juſt as circumci- 
fon was to the Jews, fach i is baptiſm to Chriſtians. |} 
That baptiſm is a ſeal of the covenant of grace, | 
ſuppoſe is acknowledged by all who hold to water | 
baptiſm. And it is the firlt ſeal, juſt as circumci- 
fion was—Tt is the external badge or mark of our 


being chriſtians, juſt as Circumciſion was of being 
ews. And furthermore theſe outward marks 
lignified the ſame internal diſpoſition of heart. 


Circumciſion ſignified circumciſion of heart or 


regeneration, as baptiſm alſo doth. IT That cir- 
cumciſion was ſignificative of a regenerate or ſanc- 


tified 


- Gen. xvii. 11. + Rom. iv. It. 


tt When I ſay circumciſion and baptiſm henified regenera- 
tion, I preſume I ſhall not be underſtood jo hold, That either 


of them is regeneration itſelf. There is a tanifef diſtinction 1 
between a ſign, and the thing fignified by it. Baptiſm, tho“ 


an outward mark, /gn:ficative of a heart waſhed from fin, is 
one thing, and regeneration another. Many of the Jews were 


outwardly circumciſed, who had not the inward correſpondent 1 
temper, viz. ciſcumciſion of heart; therefore theſe two things 
are entirely diſtiatt: Nor do I conceive that any thing I have 


ſaid here or elſewhere implies that they ure one and the lame. 


2. Let it be noted, that circumciſion was a to- I 
ken or ſeal of the covenant of grace. © Ye ſhall-| 
_ circumciſe the fleſh of your foreſkin, and it ſhall | 


3 


* ] 

tified heart, is evident from fundry paſſages of 
Scripture—To refer to afew—* Circumciſe there 
fore the foreſkin of your hearts, and be no more 
ſtiff-necked.”* © And the Lord thy God will. 
r- Z circumciſe thine heart, and the heart of thy ſeed, 
th to love the Lord thy God, with all thine heart, 
is and the heart of thy ſeed, Tolove the Lord thy 
en. God with all thine: heart, and with alb thy ſoul, 

1C that thou mayſt live.“ T © For all theſe nations 


are uncircumciſed in the heart.“ Circumcifion 
a- is that of the heart and of the ſpirit.” Thefe, 


7. with other texts of ſcripture, make it evident, 
. That the internal diſpoſitions of heart anſwerable 


to external circumciſion, is a heart purified from 


8. ſin. That baptiſm ſignified the ſame, is apparent 
5 from a conſideration, That waſhing with water is 


a natural emblem of having the heart waſhed, not 
only from the guilt, but the habit of fin. Andit 
is apparent alſo from the direction of Ananias to 
5 paul, © Ariſe and be baptized and waſh away thy 
fins. Alfo from this ſaying of the Apoſtle, 
According to his mercy he ſaved us by the waſh 
ing of regeneration and renewing of the Holy 
”" F Ghoſt.”T It is manifeſt from hence that both 
3 circumciſion and baptiſm, were ſignificative of the 
ſame temper; therefore what one was to the Jew, 
the ſame is the other to the Chriſtian. That cir- 
cumciſion and baptiim are parallel, is evident al- 
ſo from the Apoltle's uſing the words indiſcrimi- 
nately, © In whom allo ye are circumciſed with 
the circumciſion made without hands, in putting 
off the body of the ſins of the fleſh, by the 1 

ciſion of Chriſt, buried with him in baptilm, * 
Here 
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Here obferve, That the Apoſtle uſes the term cir- 


cumciſion made without hands, as being of the ſame 
ſignification, as being buried with Chriſt in baptiſm, 


from whence appears their ſameneſs. Obſerve 


alſo, That the Apoſtle, calls the circumciſion he 
is ſpeaking of, the circumciſion of Chriſt; or in 
other words, the chriſtian circumcifion. The. 
chriſtian circumciſion then is baptiſm, as the 
words following (buried with him in baptiſm) ex- 

lain it to be. From all which conſiderations, it 


Is very manifeſt, That baptiſm is the ſame amongſt 
Chriſtians as circumciſion was amongſt the Jews. 


They were both the initiating ſeals of the ſame 
covenant: 1hey were each an external mark or 
badge of the religion which they profeſſed : They 
were ſignificative of the ſame ſanttified diſpoſition 
of heart: And the Apoſtle uſes the words promiſ- 
cuouſly, as if they had the ſame meaning, It is 
rational to concinde therefore, That what one is 
to the Chriſtian, the ſame was the other to the * 


And now the argument ariſing in favour of i in- 
fant baptiſm from what has been laid down, may 
be ſummed up in the following manner. The 
covenant God made with Abraham was the cove- 
nant of grace, and the ſame which now ſubſiſts 
amongſt Chriſtians. —This covenant included in- 
fants, and appointed the ſeal of the covenant to 
be affixed to them—As the covenant ſtill con- 
tinues in its original force, the right of infants to 
the ſeal of the covenant is as valid as ever it was 
The law which God has ordained, ordering the 
application of the ſeal of the coyenant to infants, 
muſt remain in force until it is repealed by the 
ſame authority which ordained it: But God has 


never repealed that . but only changed the 


ſeal 


Tis 9 


ſeal from circumciſion to baptiſm: This therefore 
being the ſame to Chriſtians, as circumciſion was 
to the Jews, there is the ſame reaſon that the chil- 
dren of chriſtian parents ſhould be baptiſed, aa 
that Jewiſh children ſhould be circumciſed. 


Having thus particularly attended to the Abra- 
hamic covenant, and conſidered the argument 
deduced from thence for the proof of infant bap- 
tiſm; I now proceed, 


2. Toattend to another argument for the proof 
of infant baptiſm, .which is taken from the ſameneſs 
of the Jewiſh with the Chriſtian church. If the 
Jewiſh and Chriſtian churches, as to their conſti- 
tution in their eſſential characters are one and the 
ſame; then thoſe. who are fit to receive the initi- 
ating ſeal of the one, may be ſo alſo of the other: 
But according to the conſtitution of the Jewiſh 
church, infants were to receive the initiating ſeal 
of the covenant; and therefore the chriſtian 
church being the ſame church continued, tho? 
under a different diſpenſation, infants are in like 
manner to receive the ſeal of initiation, or the 
chriſtian circumciſion, which is baptiſm. 


The Jewiſh church appearing in character, as 
God inſtituted, it was a holy ſociety. This ap- 
pears, if we recur to the firſt and original founda- 
tion of this church, in the days of Abraham, when 
God entered 1nto covenant with him, ordained 
circumciſion, and thus inſtituted a vifible church. 
This was the expreſs command of God to Abra- 
ham, Walk before me and be thou perfett.”* 
Aud furthermore, God ſaid unto him, Thou 

ſhalt 


—— 
Gen. xvli. 1. 


Ln 
halt keep my covenant therefore, Thou and. chy 


ſeed after thee in their generations.“ * Holineſs 
conſiſts in the obſervance of God's laws, and theſe 
the ſeed of Abraham were required ttrialy to obey 
when they firſt became a viſible church. That 
bolineſs was an effential qualification in the con- 
ſtitution of the Jewiſh church, is very evident 
*from the declaration of God to that people at 
Mount Sinai, when they were about to covenant 
'F with God, and in a more explicit manner form 
if into a church ſtate. Thus ſaith'God to them by 
fl Moles, © Now therefore, if ye will obey my voice 
13 

| 


led, and keep my covenant, then ye ſhall be 
a peculiar treaſure unto me ae all people, and 
11 ye ſhall be unto me, a kingdom of prieſts and an 
holy nation.“ T © 3 when Moſes laid all theſe 
* words before the people, They anſwered, all the 
1 Lord hath ſpoken will we do. In many other 
ö 1 places the holineſs of the Jewjſh church is very 
fully expreſſed: We ſhall refer to one or two off 
| them for a ſample of the reſt. © Thou art a holy 
Peoeeoßple unto the Lord thy God. The Lord thy 
| God hath choſen thee, to be a ſpecial people un- 
| il to himſelf above all people upon the face of the 
| earth.” \ The following words are in the ſame 
ſtrain; “ Thou art an holy people unto the Lordi 
thy God, and the Lord bath choſen thee to be al 
peculiar people unto himſelf, above all the nations 
| | that are upon the carth.”|| The following pa- 
| Tage is ſo pertinent to my purpoſe, that though ſo 
17S lengthy, yet the inſertion of it will be excuſable. 
bY This day the Lord thy God hath commanded 
| | thee to do thele ſtatutes and Judgements : Thou 
N halt 
1 | | 2 Gen, xvii. 9. + Exo. xix. 5. 6, f Exo. xix. 8. F Deut. 
| | 5 wii. 6. Deut. XIV. 2. 
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falt therefore keep £4 3s them 5 all thine | 
heart, and with all thy ſoul. Thou haſt avouch- 
ed the Lord this day to be thy God, and to walk 
in his ways, and to keep his ſtatutes, and his com- 
mandments, and his judgments, and to hearken 
unto his voice. And the Lord hath avouched thee 
this day to be his peculiar people, as he hath pro- 
miſed thee, and that thou ſhouldeſt keep all his 
commandments: And to make thee high above 
all nations which he hath made, in praiſe, and in 
name and in honour, and that thou mdyeſt be a holy 
people unto the Lord thy God, as he hath ſpoken.””* 
Such was the excellent form of the Jewiſh church 
appearing in character: And it anfwers very ex- 


* * 1 


„Deut. xxvi. 1616. 


1 Oljedion, The holineſs required in the conſtitytion of 
the jewichk church, was a ceremonial holineſs, therefore very 
different from that of the chriſtian church, | 


Anſwer 1. The holineſs required of the Jews was boeh a | 
was required it the moral law or ten commandments given at 
Mount Sinai, when an explicit covenant tranſaction took 
place between God and that people: But this was a true mo- 
ral holineſs, and of the ſame kind ot that required i in the chrif- 
tian church, | 


2. It was ſuch a holineſs as conſiſted in love to God. This 
was the capital thing. and the ſum of all that was required in 
their whole law. This temper was to reign continually in 
their hearts, and to be inculcated upon their children. No- 
thing could be more plainly expreſſed than this, as being fun- 
dameutally eſſential; which appears from the following paſ- 
ſage amongſt others; Hear, O lirael, the Lord our God is 
one Lord, and thou al lobe the Lord thy God with all thine 


heart, and with all thy foul, and with all thy might. And 
| theſe words which I command thee this day, ſhall he in thine 
ut, heart, and thou ſhall teach them diligently unto thy, children, 
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aktly to the deſcription of the chriſtian church, as 
appears from the following words, which are ap- 
plied to the church under the goſpel. © Ye are 
a choſen generation, a royal prieſthood, an holy 
nation, a peculiar people, that ye ſhould ſhew forth ; 
the praiſes of him who hath called you out of 
darkneſs into his marvellous light.“ T? 5 


That the Jewiſh and the chriſtian churches were 
for ſubſtance the ſame, is very evident from the 
| elegantWepreſentation which the Apoſtle gives of 
the chriſtian church from amongſt the Gentiles, 
being grafted upon the ſame ſtock which had ſup- 
ported the Jews. Take a part of the deſcription. 
« If the firſt fruit be holy, the lump is alſo holy; 
1 and if the root be holy ſo are the branches. And if 
| ſome of the branches be broken off, and thou be- 
9 ing a wild olive-tree wert graffed in amongſt them, 
1 and With them partakeſt of the root and fatneſs of 
4 the olive- tree: Boaſt not againſt the branches, &c. 
1} — For if thou wert cut out of the olive-tree which 
1. is wild by nature, and wert graffed contrary to 
4 nature, into a good olive-tree; how much more 
| | ; Mall theſe, which be the natural branches, be 
i! grafted into their own olive- tree?“ ] It may be 
1 1 e uſeful 


——— 


By and ſhalt talk of them when thou fitteſt in thine houſe, and 
SHE when thou walkeſt by the way, and when thou lieſt down, and 
ili when thou riſeſt up, &c. Such a ſpirit of love to God, as 
iy is here deſcribed, which was to flow from the heart, and be 
ll cenflantly in their view night and day and wherever they 
iT were, was certainly true moral holineſs as much as any requi- 
| red in the chriſtian church; and therefore was not a ceremo- 
| nial holineſs ; from whence it will follow that the ſpirit of the 
| 5 Jewiſh and Chriſtian church was one and the ſame. 


iet. u. 9. I Rom, xi, 16— 24. 


promiſe in Chriſt by the goſpel.” 
ſpirit we are all baptized into one body, whether 
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een 
uſeful to review this whole paragraph at large, 
from which it may be obſerved— That the good 


old olive- tree, is the Jewiſh church derived from 
Abraham their root. The branches of this tree 


that were broken off were the unbelieving Jews 


who were rejected of God—The wild olive were 
the Gentiles converted to chriſtianity : Theſe-in 
compoſing the chriſtian church were graffed into 
the old ſtock. The ſtock and the root are the 
ſame, only different branches or ſcions, for the 
purpoſe of bearing better fruit were grafted in, 
The chriſtian church therefore, from amongſt the 
Gentiles is grafted upon the ſame ſtock with the 
Jewiſh. © The Gentiles are fellow-heirs with 
them, and of the ſame body, and partakers of his 
if « For by one 


we be Jews or Gentiles, whether we be bond or 
free, and have been all made to drink into one 
ſpirit.” From hence it appears, That the Jewiſh 


and Chriſtian churches were eſſentially one and 


the ſame: Each being alike holy; both grafted 


upon the ſame ſtock, and both being of the ſame 


body, and made to drink into one ſpirit. If each 
church be the ſame with the other; then there is 
the ſame reaſon, that the ſeal of initiation ſhould 
belong to one as the other, or in other words the 
ſame reaſon, that chriſtian children ſhould be bap- 
tized, as Jewifh children circumciſed. The Jew- 
iſh church beingas holy and ſpiritual according to 


its divine conſtitution as the chriſtian, the infants 


of Chriſtians may as well be admitted to the firſt 
ſeal of the covenant, as the children of Jews. . 
| 8. 1K 
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1 Eph. ili. 6, 5 5 1 Cor. 13. 13. 
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117. It infants are enced from enjoying the 


| ſeal of the covenant, under the dos Sox di ſpenſa- 


tion, there is a priviledge loſt in the church which 
it once enjoyed. Circumciſion was certainly a 
great priviledge: The very appointment of it by 
a God of infinite wiſdom and goodneſs is a proof 
of this. The Apoſtle on the queſtion being pro- 
poſed, © What profit is there of circumciſion ?? 
anſwers, * much every way.”* It was by this ſign, 
that the people of God were vikbly diſtinguiſhed 
from the unbelieving world in general. This pri- 
viledge reached infants, and admitted them to a 
participation of it. Baptiſm, it hath been proved, 

is the ſame to the chriſtian as circumciſion was to 
the Jew: Andif the former was a priviledge, the 
latter muſt be equally ſo. Now can we ſuppoſe, 
That the church of God anciently enjoyed a dif 
tinguiſhing priviledge, of which it is curtailed un- 
der the goſpel? Are not the priviledges of the 

church rather enlarged than abridged under the 
goſpel ? Did God ſhew more kindneſs to the chil- 
dren of Jews than he doth to the children of chriſ- 
tians? Or is it not more rational to ſuppoſe, that 
infants are to this day, united with their parents, 
in the participation of the lirſt ſeal of the covenant 
as they in fact, formerly were? eſpecially conſi- 
dering, that the ancient covenant was to be an 

everlaſting covenant, and ſtill continues in force, 
and therefore its priviledges are pleadable now as 
much as ever.. Is he the God of the Jews, a God 
to them and their ſeed, and not equally ſo of the 
Gentiles ? Are Jewiſh children to be dedicated 
to, and {ct apart for God, and as a token thereof 
re 


* Rom. iii. 42. 


Toy 


eceive God s mark ; but the children of Chrifs 
tians to be negletted as having no part in the co, 


h enant? Is not this incredible, eſpecially conſi- 
2 Mdered in con junction with other aum in their 
„ avour! ? 

f Oi 
i IV. There are many things in the New-Teſta, 
„ ent, which if they be not dire& proofs; yet have 
% \ favourable afved on infant baptiſm, and which 
1 Wn connection with what hath been already laid 
Nerve to ſtrengthen the. argument. 
F 1. Chriſt's ordering infants to be brought to 


him, that they might receive his bleſſing, is im- 
2 roveable for this purpoſe. © And they brought 
unto him alſo infants, that he would touch them; 
but when his diſciples ſaw it, they rebuked them 
But Jeſus called them unto him, and ſaid, Suffer 
little children to come unto me, and forbid them 
not; for of ſuch is the kingdom of God.“ r In 
addition to which it 1s ſaid i in another place,— 

* Chriſt took them up in his arms, put his hands 
upon them, and bleſſed them.“ T From hence it 
appears, That it is the will of Chriſt that infants 
ſhould be brought to him, and he is diſpleaſed 
with thoſe who forbid their being brought to him, 
and that they are ſubjetts capable of his bleſling ; 
for he actually bleſſed them, and he declares that 
of ſuch is the kingdom of God. If they are ſub- 
jetts capable of the covenant, why not of the ſeal ? 
And in what way can we more properly bring them, 
to Chriſt for his bleſſing, than by dedicating them, 
to him in baptiſm, and having his name and mark 
put upon them? By the kingdom of heaven, we 
know 


: 
IM 
a w ⁵ ˙ . Neve. um am 


Luke zviii, 15, 16. t Mark x. 16. 
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know is many times meant, his viſible kingdom or 


his church in this world, and this is compoſed 
partly of infants, becauſe Chrift fays of ſuch is the 
kingdom of heaven. But how can they beiong to 
his viſible kingdom or church, unleſs they are bap- 
tized ? For the unbaptized are not viſible mem- 
bers of the church as is agreed on both ſides. — 
Or if by the kingdom of heaven be meant the 
kingdom of glory in a future ſtate; even then in- 
fants make a part of it, and if they are qualified 
for this, they are then qualified for baptiſm, 


2. A warrant for baptizing infants may be ar- 
gued from the following declaration of the Apoſ- 
tle—“ The unbelieving huſband is ſanctified by 


the wife, and the unbelieving wife is ſanQified by 


the huſband; elfe were your children unclean, 
but now are they holy.”\ From theſe words it 
is manifeſt, that there is a holineſs belonging to 
children which accrues to them from either of 
their parents being a believer. And what can we 
ſo rationally ſuppoſe this holineſs to be, as a fit- 
neſs in them for that ſeal of the covenant which 
denotes their being ſet apart of God, as they viſi- 
bly are when they are baptiſed ? This appears to 
be the moſt natural ſenſe of the words. That 
this holineſs means only that the children are law- 
fully begotten, js a very unnatural and harſh con- 
ſtruction; not only becauſe to be holy is a very 


odd and Improper phraſe by which to expreſs the 


idea of legitimacy; but becauſe legitimacy doth 
not depend upon either of the parent's being a be- 
Hever. The children would not have been un- 
clean if neither of the parents had been a belie- 
„„ ver 
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er, if by unclean were meant baſtards; and yet. 


he Apoſtle aſſerts, if it were not for the faith "of 


one of the parents, they would have been unclean: 


He cannot mean therefore that they would have 


been illigitimate; if this idea be excluded, what 


an he mean by children's being holy, but that 
hey are fitted for a holy ordinance, in which they 


are conſecrated to God, as thoſe are who are bap- 


iſed ? 


hole houſholds were baptiſed, there ariſeth a 
hrobable argument at leaſt, in favour of infant bap- 
iſm. Concerning Lydia we read, © That ſhe was 
baptized, and her houſhold.”\ And concerning 
he Tailor, * That he was baptized and all his.'** 
And Paul ſays, © That he baptized the houſhold 
of Stephanas.”T Now where whole houſholds 
were baptized at once it is probable at leaſt, that 


ſome of them were children: For it is very rare 


to find whole families, without any children of un- 
adult age amongſt them. It is certainly remark- 
able that after the aſcenſion of Chriſt, there being 
no more inſtances of baptiſm mentioned, that 
three of them ſhould be inſtances of houſhold bap- 
tiſm, unleſs it was a uſual thing, That when the 
heads of the family were baptized, all the family 
were baptized with them; agreeably to what A- 
braham did when he was circumciſed, his whole 
houſe being circumciſed with him. 


If theſe e of houſhold baptiſm, be not 
infallible demonſtrations of the right of infant bap- 
tilm, they at leaſt have the force of collateral evi- 

: : dence 
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& Acts 16, 14. * Acts XVI. 33. + 1 Cor. 1 16. 


. When we read in the New Teſtament that - 
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dence, and in conjun@ich with the other argii- 


ments may have ſufficient weight to convince alf 
rational man's judgment, and contain a ſtronger 


proof than there is to many things to which we 


give a rational aſſent; eſpecially if it be not coun- 
terbalanced by forcible objettions againſt it. I 
ſhall therefore now attend to the moſt material ob- 
JeQions againſt the doctrine of infant baptiſm. 


Objection 1. To confront what hath been ſaid, 
to 5 that the covenant made with * Abraham 
was the covenant of grace, *t is likely what the 
Apoſtle obſerves concerning the new covenant will 


be quoted; an abſtract of which is as follows :—= 


* Behold the days come (ſaith the Lord) when I 
will make a new covenant with the houſe of Iſrael, 
and with the houſe of Judah: Not according to 


the covenant that I made with their fathers, in the 


day when I took them by the hand, to lead them 
out of the land of Egypt For this is the covenant 
that I will make with the houſe of Iſrael after 
thoſe days, ſaith the Lord; I vill put my laws in- 
to their mind, and write them in their hearts: And 
J will be to them a God, and they ſhall be to me 
Pl people—In that he ſaith, a new covenant, he 
hath made the firſt old. Now that which decay- 
eth, and waxeth old, is ready to vaniſh away.“ 


From this paſſage it will probably be aſſerted, 


That under the goſpel there is a new covenant in- 
troduced, different from that made with the Fa- 
ther, Which is aboliſhed—-JThe new covenant be- 
ing introduced, he bath made the firſt old, and 
that which decayeth and waxeth old is ready to 


vaniſh way. Under the goſpel therefore, the old 
covenant 
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1 Eeb. viii. 613. 
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tovenant made with Abraham is aboliſhed ; and 
therefore nothing to be argued from it with re- 
ſpect to goſpel ordinances. | | 


Anſwer 1. The new covenarit here mentions 


ed, cannot be oppoſed to the covenant made with _ 


Abraham, becauſe in this new covenant the fame 
diſtinguiſhing bleſſing is contained as was in the 
Abrahamic covenant. I will be a God to you, was 


the ſtile of each; therefore inſtead of being differ- 


ent, they mult have been the ſame—And this new 
covenant mentioned by the Apoſtle; which all al- 
low to be the covenant of grace, being of the ſame 
tenor with the Abrahamic covenant, is a proof 
that the covenant made with Abraham was the 
covenant of grace, inſtead of being a proof to the 
contrary. Again, 


(2.) The old covenant made with the fathers, 
and oppoſed to the new in the above cited paſſage, 
certainly doth not mean the covenant made with 
Abraham, but the Moſaic diſpenſation. This is 
evident becauſe it is expreſsly ſaid to be the co. 
venant which God made with the Jewiſh fathers 
in the day when he took them by the hand to lead 
them out of the land of Egypt: But the covenant" 
made with the Jews at that time muſt have been 
the law, which could not diſannul the covenant 


made with Abraham, to make the promiſe of none 


effect. This law containing numbecrleſs rites and 


ceremonies, and which was the baſis of the Tewiſh 


diſpenſation, did indeed wax old, and was ready 
to vaniſh away. This therefore was the old co- 
venant, oppoſed to the new; and therefore the 
Apoſtle- s reaſoning on this head in no meaſure mi- 
litates againſt the continuance of the Abrahamic 
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covenant; but as the aue of each is es fame, i | 


a proof that it 1s ſtill in being. 


Objeftion 2. In the New-Teftament, faith is 


repreſented as requiſite in order to baptiſm; but 
infants, if they are capable of faith, can give no 
evidence that they bave it; therefore are not to 
be baptiſed. Chriſt's laſt commiſſion to his Apoſ- 


tles was, Go ye into all the world, and preach | 


the goſpel to every creature, he that believeth and 
is baptized ſhall be ſaved; but he that belicyeth 
not ſhall be damned.””* The goſpel method. 1s, 
Believe and be baptized; hence behevers OY 
only is of divine inſtitution. 


Anſwer (1.) Faith was as well 5 for cir- 
cumciſion as for baptiſm. Abraham was an emi- 
nent believer, and his faith preceded his circum- 
cifion: © And he received the ſign of circumci- 
ſion a ſeal of the righteouſneſs of the faith, which 
he had yet being uncircumciſed.” + Obſerve here 
that circumciſion is a feal of a true juſtifying faith. 
Is baptiſm more It is true the children of Abras 
ham were to be circumciſed; but then who were 
the children of Abraham? The Apoſtle tells you 
* Know ye therefore, that they which are of faith, 
the ſame are the children of Abraham. * Believ- 
ers only are the children of Abraham; and there 
was no ſtanding in the Jewiſh church but only by 


faith: The Apoſtle declares they were broken off 


for unbelicf.h And whatſoever is not of faith is 


tin. The very att of ſubmiſſion to circumcifion 


implied an acknowledgment of the God of Abra- 


ham, and of the religion into > which he had been 


| initiated; 


* Mark xvi. 15, 16, Rom. iy. 11. t Gal. i iii. 7. 
& Kom. xi. 10. | | 
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is Wnitiated; juſt as baptiſm implies o profeſſion of 
- Webe chriſtian religion. Faith appears to be as ne- 
ceſſary for circumciſion as for baptiſm : For cir- 
cumciſion was a ſeal of the righteouſneſs of faith, 
and without faith they could not be the children 
of Abraham; and for want of faith the Jews were 
broken off from the church. There appears to 
be no material difference between the Jewiſh and 
chriſtian churches with reſpe& to the neceſſity of 
faith for either circumciſion or baptiſm : There- 
fore no argument can be drawn from the neceſſity 
of faith, againſt infant baptiſm, which will not ope- 
rate equally againſt infant circumciſion. But we 
are ſure, that there was a ſcriptural warrant for 
circumciſion, tho it was a ſeal of the ſame faith of 
which baptiſm 3 is a ſeal amongſt chriſtians. The 
fact appears to be thus, That as thoſe who had ne- 
ver been circumciſed under the Jewiſh diſpenſa- 
tion, mult firſt be proſelited to that religion, and 
profeſs their faith in the God of Abraham, and 
then were to be circumcifed with their houſhold : 
So it was to be in the chriſtian church. The hea- 
then Gentiles were firſt to be proſelited to a be- 
lief of the goſpel, and then to be baptiſed with 
their houſhold, and ſo baptiſm to be continued in 
the ſame order in which circumciſion was. At 
any rate an argument againſt infant baptiſm from 
the neceſſity of faith, is as valid againſt infant cir- 
cumciſion, as againſt infant baptiſm: But it is 
really af no force againſt either. 
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(2.) The argument to prove that infants are 
not to be admitted to baptiſm from the declara- 
tion of Chriſt, © He that believeth and is bapti- 
zed ſhall be ſaved,” as much cuts them off from 
iaivation as from baptiſm, Here the promiſe of 

| falvation 


Is 7 


Glvation i is only to ſuch as believe, vhilſt it is de. 


clared, © He that belieyeth not ſhall be damned.“ 


Now if it be ſaid, Infants may not be baptized 
becauſe they cannot believe: On the ſame rea- 
ſoning it muſt be ſaid, They cannot be ſaved be- 
cauſe tbey cannot believe. Surely faith is not 
more neceſſary to baptiſm, than jt is to ſalvation, 


I from this paſſage of ſcripture, and others ſimilar, 


it cannot be proved, | hat infants are not capable 
{ubjetts of ſalvation, then neither can it he proved, 
That they are not capable ſubjects of baptiſm : But 
it doth not prove the former, therefore not the lat- 
ter; for we have a good warrant to believe, from 
Chriſt's taking little children into his arms and 
bleſſing them, and ſaying, “Of ſuch is the king- 


dom of God,“ that they are ſubjeas capable of 


ſalvation; and their incapacity for faith no more 
cuts them off from baptiſm than from ſalvation. || 


Objefion 3. We have no precept nor example f 


in all the New Teſtament, to warrant infant bap- 


tiſm; ; therefore i it is an unſcriptural practice. 


Anſwer. As God long before the ſetting up the f 
chriſtian diſpenſation, had admitted infants to the 


ſeal of the covenant, which too was the ſame co- 


venant on which the chriſtian church was found- 
ed; there needed no new precept to perpetuate 
the ancient priviledge. It muſt continue in force, 
until repealed by the ſame authority which ordain- 
ed it: But it never has been repealed by any ſuch 
authority. No man has a right, uncommiſhoned} 
from Gol, to repeal his covenant, and to revoke 
thoſ. priviledges which he has annexed to it. It! 
is bold preſumption for any to attempt it, and to 
exclu: de any from thoſe rights with which God has 


inveltod them from ancient date, and which be 


bath 
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bach never vacatedt The challenge may theres 
fore, more properly be made by us. Where have 
weany precept or example in all the New Teſta. 
ment, revoking thoſe rights of infants to the ſeal of 1 
the covenant ?. Where are the orders forbidding I 
them to enjoy their ancient priviledge? Where is f 
there any example of the Apoſtles: debaring the 
infants of believers from baptiſm No appears 
ances of any ſuch can be produced—But there 1s 
at leaſt an appearance of examples to the contrary: 
Whole houſholds have been baptized at ente 
This at leaſt affords more appearance of an exam 
ple, that they were admitted, than can be produs 
ced that they were excluded. Precept and exam 

le therefore, are more on our fide: than on the 
fide of our difſenting; brethren. * Beſides, will it N 
be inſiſted upon, That we muſt have ati exprefs J 
precept or example far right of admiſſion to ag 
ordinanee? Then willzwomen be cut off from the 

Lord's ſupper; for in ali the New Teſtament there 

is no precept or example to juſtify their attend- 
ance. It is true it may be fairly inferred, and ſo 4 
may the right of infants to baptiſen'; and this 18 
enough 00 juſtil/. the 3 q 2 1115 
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0bjeftion 4. It cannot be as! dap comes 

in the room oi e be cauſe none but the 
males were to be om «4 but in the New 
Teſtament we read, That“ bey ere baptized 


both men and women. how I, olf 554 bed age 


Anſwer. It is egen with veces to circum, 
cifion, That the females were included in the 
males: So that the males bein *tircumciſed, the 
females were conſidered as being No cir- 
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gumeiſed too. Thi is evident becauſe none but 
ſuch as were circumciſed might eat of the paſſover 
and enter into God's ſanctuary for the ſacred dus 
ues, of divine worſſiip. The lau forbidding any 
to eat of the paſſover, but ſuch. as were circum- 
ciſed, was very explicit. No uncircumciſed 
perſon; ſhall, eat thereof. The ſame rule was 
to he obſeryed with regard to entering into God's 


ſanctuary. For thus ſaith the Lord God, na 4 


ſtranger uncircumciſedꝭ in heart, nor uncircumci- 
led. in flat, Mall enter into my ſandtuary. f There 
was to be one law to him, that: was home- born 
and unto the: ſtr anger, that ſo journ eth amon g the | 
Jews: { Now as none but: ſuch: as Were CcIrcums 
eiſed might be admitted to the paſſover; and ta 
Gad's ſanctuaty, and the ſpecial ordinances a- 
mongſt the ſevs: So unleſs the women were: re- 
preſented by:the males in circulmaifion,:they were 
cut off fram all {pectal. ordinances! in the Jewiſh 
church. It is therefore rational ta ſuppoſe, That 
 altho? the women were netditeratly circumciſed, 
yet they were virtually ſo, being” repreſented by, 
and included inithe. males: But in the: chriſtian 
church, there is particular mention made of wo- 
men's being baptiſed as well as men; to ſhow that 


* 


under the goſpel, wothen"ſhould literally be the 


fubjects of the ihtrodu Qory "ſeal, and not re- 
preſentatively ſo, as Was the gaſe in the Jewiſh 
church : For under the goſpel, „Ag many as have 
been baptized into Chrif. Have put Sn Chriſt 
There is neither, male, nor ſemale.“ [. That is, 
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o force to prove that baptiſm amongſt chriſtians 
Joth not anſwer to e ae es "ny eva 
in every n eſſemial. ot 


Objection 5 Baptizing infants i. is beds a feal 
0 a a blank v which ! is abſurd. 77 1351 


Anſwer. It is ſufficient to ay in reply to thik 
obj ection, That it militates as Aron; y againſt 
infant circumciſion ds againſt infant baptiſm. 
Chriſtian children are as capable of having thofe 
qualifications to which it is proper to apply a ſeal, 
as ſewiſh children: And eireumſicion was 2s 
much«a feal, and a feat of the fame coveninit too, 
as baptiſm; and-yer/it was ordered to be put up⸗ 
on children: With as much propriety therefore 
may it be done now, as formerly; nor is it now | 
any more ſealing a blank than then: But this ob- 
Je may receive a fuller anſwerunderthe next. 


Objection 6. The baptizing of 8 can 0 
no good They are mere paſſive ſubjedts of ĩt 
know nothing about the matter, and can receive 
no benefit from 1 5 991 ; 


Anſwer, There is no reaſonable doubt, — 
that thete may be as much benefit in baptiſm as 
in circumciſion, even when, applied to the -ſame 
ſort of ſubjects; and the Apoſt e lays, with, reſpe& 
to circumciſion, © That there was much profit in 
it every way.” Infants are capable of moral pol- 
lution, and actually inherit it as they come into 
the world They are alſo capable of having this 
pollution removed. And is not God able to ren- 
der baptiſm as efficacious in them for the remo- 
val of their corruption of natüre, as in adults. 
Ananias ſaid to Saul,“ Arife and be bern 

and 


W 
too 


f 28 J 
and waſh away thy ſins. * When infants are des 
dicated to God i in n buptiſin according to his inſti- 
tution, why is it not as poſſible” that their fins 
ſhould be waſhed away, as Paul's were: And if 
God has only given us encouragement. to hope 
for this, ſurely this is ho ſmall benefit. Is it no 
benefit to children to have pious parents conſecra- 
ting and ſetting them apart for God, and as a tos 
ken thereof putting this mark upon them ? Can 
it do children no good for their parents explicit= 
ly to bind themſelves to bring up their children 
in the nurture and admonition of the, Lord, as 
they virtually do, when they devote them to God 
in baptiſm ? Can, it be of no benefit to children to 
know as ſoon as they are capable of underſtands 
ing, that as it were from the womb, they have 
been caſt upon God, and ſet apart for him; and 
therefore that they are under ſtronger obligations, 
by their own perſonal ad, to give themſelves to 
God, and be devoted to him ? Viewing the mat- 
ter in this light, and in other ſimilar reſpects, can 
we look upon infant baptiſm as an inſignificant 
thing—as tending to do no good? Furthermore, 
is there not a benefit in this reſpect, as it affords to 
their parents, grounds to believe, that God can 
fave their children whom they have given up to 
him in baptiſm; and to hope that he will? The 
appointment of infant baptiſm, I think is one grand 
argument to prove that God can fave infants, dy- 
ing ſuch, from whence may ariſe a hope, that he 
will do it. And is not this a comfortable conſi- 
deration to parents, in the death of their children ? 
Upon the whole it is apparent, that baptiſm i is Cal. 
culated to be as beneficial to inſants as circumci- 
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ſion was. And even although we were unable to 
ſee the benefits reſulting from it; yet if there be 
ſcriptural evidence, that it is agrecable to the will 
of God, that it ſhould be pratliſed, we ought to 
obey, and not object, that it can do no good, and 
therefore may as well be let alone. 


And upon the whole, from all that has been 
ſaid—canvaſling the arguments in favour of infant 
baptiſm, and comparing them with the objettions 
againſt it, we conceive the evidence greatly pre- 
ponderates in favour of this dotrine. I ſhall not 
2 es the time, only t to make one or two prae- 
tlca 


REFI ECT tons 

1: Is infant baptiſm from heaven; have we ſa- 
tisfactory evidence that it is of divine inſtitution 
how ought we to be careful to improve this ordi- 
nance in ſuch a manner, as that we may hopefully 
reap from it, the benefit which it was deſigned it 
ſhould anſwer ? We ſhould att like faithful Abra- 
ham—have ſuch a faith as he had, and ſuſtain ſuch _ 

a character as that it may be ſid of us as it was of 
him“ I know him (ſays God) That he will com- 
mand his children, and his houſhold after him, 
and they ſhall keep the way of the Lord, to do 
Juſtice and judgment.“ f Let us who have given 
up our children to God, bring them up for him, 
train them up in the nurture and admonition of 
the Lord: And let ſuch as have had the name and 
mark of Chriſt put upon them; who have been 
baptiſed into Chriſt, and ſo have virtually put on 
Chrill, conſider the CO lying upon them 
10 


+ Gen. xviii. 19. 


1 


to depart from iniquity. Let wem codes! 
e That circumciſion is profitable if they keep the 
law; but if they break the law, chen elbe den 5 
will become uncircumcifion.” The fame holds 
true with reſpect to baptiſm, which is the fame to 
the Chriſtian as circumciſion was to the Jew. © 


We infer, That thoſe muſt act raſhly, Who 
agus renounted a good old way in Vbich they. have 
been educated; and who have diſcarded . 


r 


ning to he ar ee as I as & 7 
and by enquiry on all ſides, haye obtained ſuch 
light as may ſatisfy a rational judgment. It 1s no 
light thing to give up an ordinance-of God, and 
exclude from God's viſible kingdom, ſuch as it is 
his will ſhould be admitted. A change of our 
ſentiments in ſuch matters, Jhoulds be with great 
caution, and the reſult of full enquiry, andlian 
impartial attention to ſcriptüral light, and in the 
uſe of all means that may be conduciye to à ſolid 
concluſion. I would not be diſpoſed to cenſure; 
but would candidly aſk, Whether ſome have not 
been too haſty in fixing their judgments, and chan- 
ging their ſentiments on this ſubject ? Secret pre- 
poſſeſſions, fancy, and intereſt, are exceedingly - 
apt · to bias our judgments, and divert us from an 
opinion, which ſhould not be given up, only in 
conſequence of a critical examination, and a full 
detection of its falſity. May ſuch light be poured 
upon this {ubjett from him who is the Father of 
lights, as WY put an end to this 5 ifagrteadle dif. 
pute 
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t Rom. il. 25. 


pute amongſt chriſtians, and cauſe a perfeQ ung 
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nimity amongſt them, to the edification of the 
churches, and the advancement of true and unde- 
filed religion. And may the following ancient 


prophecy be fulfilled with reſpe& to us, « vil 


pour water upon him that is thirſty, and floods 
upon the dry ground ; I will pour my ſpirit upon 

thy ſeed, and my bleſſing upon thy offspring: and 
they ſhall ſpring up as among the graſs, as willows 
by the water-ccurſes: one ſhall ſay, I am the 
Lord's; and another ſhall call himſelf by the 
name of Jacob; and another ſhall ſubſcribe with 
his hand unto the Lord, and firname himſelf by 


the name of Iſrael.“ “ 


1 xliv. 3. 4. Go 
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